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great life—a life extremely well lived. I 
will miss her and so will this Nation. 

f 

REPEAL THE SEQUESTER 

(Ms. SHEA-PORTER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Today, the 
House proved that if it really wants to, 
it can move quickly. Today, we made it 
easier for air travelers, and I’m very 
happy that we did that. But the seques-
ter is still there, and it is still impact-
ing schools. I have a little Head Start 
that’s going to be closed in my district. 
Others are being impacted. We’re lay-
ing off Federal employees. This is im-
pacting the military and health re-
search across the country. 

And so I call on the House majority 
to continue the work they started 
today. Don’t just choose one group. Re-
peal this sequester. They have it in 
their power to put it on the floor to re-
peal the sequester. The American pub-
lic is asking for this. It is our obliga-
tion to do this not just for air travelers 
but everybody around the country. 

f 

APPOINTING BUDGET CONFEREES 

(Mr. CONNOLLY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Today, we passed a 
fix for the FAA and for air traffic con-
trollers because of a problem created 
by sequestration. But we only have 10 
fingers. There are many more holes in 
the dike than 10. We’ve already plugged 
the hole on the Pentagon. We’ve al-
ready plugged the hole on food inspec-
tors at USDA. Today, we plug another 
one. 

Sooner or later, we have to recognize 
the dike itself is being undermined by 
something called sequestration. The 
time has come for Congress to put 
aside partisan wrangling. It’s time for 
the majority to show leadership and 
appoint conferees to a budget so we can 
actually work this out in a sensible 
way, not a meat-ax, reckless way, and 
get things done for the American peo-
ple. Sequestration is not rocket 
science, but it will remain beyond us if 
we continue the partisan fighting we’ve 
had in this House. 

f 

REMEMBERING HOWARD PHILLIPS 

(Mr. STOCKMAN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. STOCKMAN. When I first started 
out in politics, a dear friend of mine, 
Howard Phillips, was a conservative 
leader and a great father and patriot. 
On April 20, Howard Phillips passed 
away. 

He grew up in Boston, where he be-
came an avid baseball fan. He knew all 
the teams, all the players, and re-
mained a passionate fan throughout his 
life. He fought hard to get into the Bos-

ton Latin School. From there, he in-
vaded the liberal bastion that is Har-
vard, where he upheld conservative 
principles and even served as the chair-
man of the student council. 

Howard made national news during 
the Nixon administration, when he 
fought to abolish the Office of Eco-
nomic Opportunity. A leader, a cham-
pion, and a great father, he founded in 
1974 the TCC, or The Conservative Cau-
cus. It rapidly became one of the major 
nationwide conservative organizations. 
He made headlines for opposing the 
Panama Canal treaty and supporting 
Ronald Reagan’s efforts to rebuild our 
defense and to cut taxes and spending. 

The conservative movement will not 
be the same without Howard. In fact, 
the conservative movement would not 
be what it is today without his leader-
ship. In 1960, he helped found Young 
Americans for Freedom, which became 
the model for conservative political ac-
tion groups. Howard, Paul Weyrich, 
Richard Viguerie, Jerry Falwell, and 
other key leaders became the founders 
of what we know as the modern con-
servative movement. 

Over the years, Howard stood firm to 
conservative principles when it was 
often easier to compromise with the es-
tablishment and others. When Howard 
saw the GOP tilting too far to the left, 
he found the U.S. Taxpayers’ Party— 
now the Constitution Party—which 
nominated him as their Presidential 
candidate in 1992, 1996, and 2000. It was 
a distinct pleasure for Howard to see 
the new generation of conservative 
leaders. As a precursor to the Tea 
Party, Howard was always there. 

Howard’s work lives on through his 
family and through his children, 
through The Conservative Caucus, and 
through the work of his large family, 
including his son, Brad, who found the 
Persecution Project, which is very ac-
tive in saving embattled Christians in 
Sudan; and his son Douglas’ Vision 
Forum, which is a major home-school-
ing ministry; and through the many 
Americans inspired by his leadership 
and vision. 

Howard is survived by his wife, 
Peggy, six children, and 18 grand-
children. 

On April 29 a funeral will be held at 
McLean Bible Church. 

God bless you, Howie. We love you. 
f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will recognize Members for Spe-
cial Order speeches without prejudice 
to the possible resumption of legisla-
tive business. 

f 

WE NEED TO KNOW WHERE WE 
COME FROM TO KNOW WHERE 
WE ARE GOING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-

utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

It is indeed an honor for me to yield 
to a friend, a man that I am delighted 
was elected to join us last year, my 
friend, Mr. YOHO from Florida, for such 
time as he may consume. 

THE SECOND AMENDMENT 
Mr. YOHO. I thank the gentleman 

from Texas for yielding. 
Mr. Speaker, I have heard many gun 

control supporters say that the Second 
Amendment is outdated. They point 
out the phrase ‘‘a well-regulated mili-
tia’’ as their proof that armed and 
alert citizens belong in the 18th cen-
tury and not the 21st century. We saw 
last week in Boston that they couldn’t 
be more wrong. 

When the Constitution and the Sec-
ond Amendment were written, the 
story of the Boston struggles during 
the Revolutionary War was still fresh 
in America’s memory. British troops 
looked at every American as a threat 
and treated them like virtual prisoners 
in the communities that they built. 
That’s why our Founders made sure 
that it would be law, and a birthright 
for every law-abiding American, that 
everyone would have the freedom to 
protect themselves. 

These days, many of America’s en-
emies don’t wear the uniforms of a na-
tion. They try to avoid confrontation 
with our military and our police force; 
and they lurk in our streets, they hide 
out in our universities, and they wait 
for our defenses to go down. They don’t 
save their hatred for our heroes in uni-
forms. They unleash it on anyone who 
is free. 

The line between crime and terror is 
a thin one. Any victim of a violent 
crime has experienced terrorism in its 
most intimate and intense form. When 
we talk about guns and we look at the 
true meaning of the Second Amend-
ment, it’s clear that the passage of a 
couple of centuries hasn’t changed its 
intent much. 

The Second Amendment is a uniquely 
American value, as relevant today as 
when it was written. No other nation 
before ours has trusted the people to 
arm and protect themselves. When 
tragedies happened in Tucson, in Au-
rora, and in Newtown, guns were to 
blame. When the tragedy happened in 
Boston last week, we rightly blamed 
the person and not the instrument. 

b 1320 

Allowing law-abiding citizens to ex-
ercise their freedom of self-defense can 
help keep us safe, and I will fight to 
protect this precious constitutional 
right. 

Mr. GOHMERT. I thank my friend 
from Florida. 

At this time, I’m proud to yield to a 
friend from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY). I’m 
proud Wisconsin and Texas are in the 
same country because Wisconsin has 
certainly produced some great Ameri-
cans. 
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PROTECTING OUR CHILDREN 

Mr. DUFFY. I appreciate my friend 
from Texas yielding. 

Over the past 5 months, our Nation 
has seen unspeakable horrors bestowed 
upon the children of our country, from 
the massacre in Newtown—the 23 inno-
cent, young first graders who lost their 
lives—to just recently in the Boston 
bombing, where many lost their lives, 
but specifically, a third grader, Rich-
ard Martin, lost his life. 

Richard, a couple weeks before, had 
just made his First Communion. There 
is a picture of Richard in a sharp white 
suit with a proud, toothless smile. He 
lost his life in Boston. His little sister, 
Jane, who was by him was also hit by 
the bomb. She lost her leg. She was 
just starting to take Irish step dancing 
classes. She will now be in recovery for 
months and years from that bombing. 

We have to look at what’s happening 
in our country with regard to violence 
against children. As a country, we have 
to soul-search about violence against 
our children, and we have been soul- 
searching. Our families, our commu-
nities, we’ve been soul-searching in 
this institution about that very vio-
lence. We’ve had a conversation about: 
How do we protect our children? How 
do we keep them from this violence and 
scourge that is spreading across our 
country? But we soul-search. 

Meanwhile, in Philadelphia, dozens— 
if not hundreds—of babies have had 
their lives taken from them, where 
they’ve been murdered, left to lay in 
cardboard boxes, left in toilets trying 
to swim for air, only to have the backs 
of their necks snipped, basically de-
capitated. That kind of horror is being 
bestowed on children in America, and 
yet where is the media? Where are the 
protests? Where are the congressional 
hearings? 

Listen, where are the parents on Air 
Force One flying to the White House 
having a meeting with the President? 
Where are the high-powered meetings 
with the Senators across the aisle? 
They’re not happening. 

I don’t have the picture for you 
today, but many have seen it, a picture 
of the courtroom where the Kermit 
Gosnell trial is going on. There’s a sec-
tion reserved for the media—the media 
that loves great stories, loves fanfare. 
There’s a section reserved for the 
media at this trial and there’s nobody 
there. There’s been a blackout. The 
media has refused to cover this story. 

How about a poor, immigrant mother 
who can’t speak English, who looks to 
her local community organization in 
Philadelphia, who gets a recommenda-
tion for an abortion to go to the nice- 
sounding Women’s Medical Society 
clinic, a clinic that is well known for 
its filth and well known for its health 
violations. Poor minority immigrant 
goes to this clinic for an abortion, and 
she loses her life. 

So I think we have to ask: Where is 
NARAL? Where is NOW? Where is Mrs. 
BARBARA BOXER, standing up for poor 
minority women who are losing their 

lives in Philadelphia at the hands of an 
abortion provider? Where are they? The 
silence is deafening. Can’t hear them. 

There’s no voice given to that poor 
minority immigrant. There is no voice 
given to these little babies who are so 
vulnerable at the start of their lives 
and they’re voiceless. But no one—even 
those who say they stand up for women 
and babies, they’re unwilling to stand 
up at this time. 

However, if you are a white, privi-
leged law student from this town, the 
doors swing wide open and the media 
wants to cover your story. They want 
to cover your point of view. But when 
we’re talking about an abortion clinic 
that provides late-term, partial-birth 
abortions where babies are born alive, 
there is no outrage; there is no story. 

Where is the NAACP for these minor-
ity babies? Where is La Raza? Where is 
the Black Congressional Caucus? 
Where is MAXINE WATERS? Where is the 
leader of the Democrat Party? Where 
are they, lending their voice to these 
atrocities, this murder? 

You know, I’m a father of six. I’ve 
been there for the birth of all my ba-
bies. I know we have a lot of parents in 
this institution and across the aisle. 
Listen, newborn babies coming out, 
they are voiceless; they’re defenseless; 
they rely on us for everything. 

Here’s a picture of my sixth baby, 
MariaVictoria, Mighty V, just born. 
The pictures of the babies that died in 
Philadelphia are bigger than this; 
they’re more developed than this. And 
yet no one wants to stand up and shed 
light on these atrocities and these un-
speakable horrors, the dehumanization, 
the desensitization of what happened in 
Philadelphia. 

I think we have to ask ourselves why. 
Why aren’t my good friends on the 
other side of the aisle, who have fami-
lies, who have had children, who care 
about minorities and the poor and care 
about children—I know it because I 
hear them—where are they? Why won’t 
they join us to expose this? Is it that 
they care more about the abortion clin-
ics than poor defenseless babies that 
are born alive and aren’t provided care, 
aren’t provided love, but are abandoned 
and left to die? I can’t believe that’s 
true. Is it that they agree more with 
partial-birth abortions that are 
botched and babies are born alive and 
they’re not willing to provide aid? I 
cannot believe that; not offering life-
saving treatment for the most vulner-
able among us. 

I think we have to look around in our 
communities, in our country, we have 
to look at this very institution, and we 
have to be better than this. We are bet-
ter than this. 

We might disagree on abortion. I’m a 
pro-life guy. I know we have a lot of 
people who are pro-abortion in this in-
stitution. I can accept those distinc-
tions. But how can anybody come for-
ward who even supports abortion and 
say, I’m not going to defend a baby 
that’s born alive? What kind of posi-
tion is that? Or that you won’t lend 

your voice to this cause? You can come 
out and say, I support abortion, but I 
don’t support this. 

This is wrong. We’re better, as Amer-
icans, than that. We’re better Con-
gressmen and -women than that. We 
have bigger hearts than that. This is 
unacceptable in our country. 

We’re going to have the abortion de-
bate for a while, and that’s okay, but 
we have to draw the line somewhere. 
When do we step forward and say we 
are going to defend the most defense-
less and the most voiceless among us? 
When does that start? 

I think in this institution most of us 
have agreed that that starts at birth— 
at least. I think it starts at conception, 
but everyone has agreed it starts at 
birth. So why, when we have this atroc-
ity, this death of our children in Phila-
delphia with Dr. Gosnell, haven’t peo-
ple loaned their voices to these chil-
dren? They deserve better than that. 

So I think it’s incumbent upon this 
institution, our communities, our 
country, and the media to make sure 
that we provide a voice, we provide a 
platform for those babies because we 
care more about those lives than we 
care about the abortion industry, and 
we care more about those babies than 
we care about exposing the horrors and 
atrocities of partial-birth abortion. 
We’re better than that. 

I’m going to tell you this: though we 
may disagree on some issues, we do 
agree on protecting these little ones as 
they come into the world. I’m going to 
continue that fight. 

I know the gentleman from Texas is 
passionate on this topic and has a lot 
of things to talk about today, but I ap-
preciate him yielding a few minutes for 
me to chat. 

b 1330 

Mr. GOHMERT. I appreciate my 
friend from Wisconsin so much in giv-
ing voice to those who have no voice. 
We hear so often on this floor from peo-
ple who mean what they say as they 
say: We have an obligation to help the 
most vulnerable amongst us, to help 
those who cannot help themselves. And 
having held my first-born child in both 
hands—I could have held her in one, 
but I didn’t want to take a chance—I 
held a child that was smaller than 
some of these in this tale of horror of 
abortions, to think that someone could 
take scissors and cut the back of the 
neck and cut the spine and literally 
kill a child, it’s virtually too much to 
take in. 

I hope others will see the wisdom of 
what SEAN DUFFY was talking about. 
But it does seem people have been de-
sensitized to so many things they need 
to be re-sensitized to. Every country, 
no matter what its strength, how 
strong, including this country that has 
become the strongest country in the 
history of the world, which is already 
the most free country in the history of 
the world, more freedom, more oppor-
tunity than anyplace, including the 
great Israel under Solomon as king— 
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we are told that there’s never been a 
king wiser than Solomon—but the way 
this country was founded, the way it 
was molded, the way we gave credit to 
the Creator, to divine providence, to 
the Lord, as referenced in the date of 
our Constitution itself—and it’s dated 
in the year of our Lord 1787—they 
knew, and they pointed out repeatedly, 
that our rights, our liberties, will not 
last beyond this country’s recognition 
that all rights, all freedoms, all gifts, 
all liberties come from a source. 
George Washington referred to the Di-
vine Author of our blessed religion in 
one of his writings. It is actually the 
prayer that he included in his resigna-
tion as commanding general of the 
Revolutionary forces. 

And I know that in this Nation we 
accept everyone, all religions, all peo-
ple, no matter what their religious con-
victions are, including no religious 
convictions whatsoever. But it is criti-
cally important that we know where 
we come from in order to have any idea 
where we’re going. And it is the nature 
of man, it is the nature of humanity, 
that as a Nation reaches a peak—some 
in my history classes in college would 
refer to the cycle that countries go 
through, some referencing back to the 
ancient Greece government—that there 
was a cycle of its rise and fall. I felt 
like it was more of a bell-shaped curve 
that once you reach the peak, then 
people take their freedoms, take their 
opportunities for granted, they stop be-
lieving that there’s a threat to those. 
And as they get less and less sensitive 
to the fact that all glory, all liberty, is 
fleeting, then they would lose them. 
Whether it’s the cycle of rise and fall 
or a bell-shaped curve, it depends on 
us. 

Tom Brokaw had described the 
Greatest Generation as those who rec-
ognized the danger of fascism and the 
oppression that existed in the 1940s and 
rose up and fought against it. Unfortu-
nately, the guy that knows our history 
so well, that could write a great book 
on the Greatest Generation, could turn 
around and a few short years later be 
completely desensitized and show him-
self to be part of anything but a great 
generation because he could not even 
recognize a threat to this civilization’s 
existence. 

So, hopefully, people, situated as is 
he, will begin to recognize there are 
people that want to destroy our free-
doms, they want to take what has been 
made into the greatest country, that’s 
been blessed more than any country in 
history, and they want to act like 
there’s no such thing as a threat to our 
security, to our freedom, to our own 
lives, to our lives and fortunes. Wheth-
er there’s a threat to our sacred honor 
has been completely up to us. As the 
signers of the Declaration of Independ-
ence pledged, Our lives, our fortunes, 
our sacred honor. 

So the question arises: Is there any 
honor in trying to buy off your en-
emies, make them love you with cash, 
make them love you with tanks, make 

them love you by sending them F–16s, 
make them love you by sending tear 
gas to use against those they don’t 
like? Is there any honor in that? We 
have Muslim Brotherhood, a group in 
Egypt, the Freedom and Justice Party 
in Egypt. They helped overthrow Mu-
barak as this administration here in 
America turned our back on an ally. 
And we got Muslim Brotherhood. 

I continue to have people approach 
me, say they’re from Egypt, and they 
get so frustrated; they cannot believe 
we’re supporting the wrong people in 
Egypt, just as those I’ve met with in 
Afghanistan have begged us to stop 
trying to buy a friend in the Taliban, 
especially those in the Northern Alli-
ance who lost family and friends trying 
to fight the Taliban—and successfully 
defeating them on our behalf by early 
2002. Then we took back the weapons 
that we provided and said, we got it 
from here. 

b 1340 

Now, 11 years later, we are turning 
our backs on our allies—the moderate 
Muslims who fought the Taliban for 
us—and are now trying to buy off the 
Taliban, who still want to destroy us. 
They still want to end our freedom, 
make us suffer because they consider 
us so decadent. From what I’m told in 
Afghanistan—and it has been reported 
widely in the news—this administra-
tion has offered to buy them first-class 
offices in Qatar so that they’ll have a 
world presence and have instant re-
spectability around the world. This ad-
ministration has offered to release 
some of their murdering thugs who 
have spilled the blood of American pa-
triots in the most cowardly and con-
niving ways. So they have no respect 
for us. 

I wondered if, perhaps, President 
Obama were going to be right. Perhaps 
he will be right. Maybe it will help 
America with countries that have 
shown hatred for this country. Presi-
dent Obama said it was going to basi-
cally be a game-changer that Muslim 
countries would have far more respect 
for us since we had a President, as 
President Obama said, who grew up in 
a Muslim country, with admiration for 
the practices and teachings of Muslims, 
a President who loved the call for pray-
er, who loved hearing that. 

It has been over 4 years now, and 
we’ve seen the polling that, in Muslim 
countries around the world, this United 
States’ favorability rating has fallen 
far below what it was under George 
Bush, who did not grow up in a Muslim 
country. So we found that that didn’t 
work despite 4 years under this admin-
istration of trying to pander to those 
who want to destroy our way of life, 
who want to force a caliphate over 
America as they now are trying to do 
in Egypt, in Libya, and are trying to do 
in other Middle Eastern countries. 

But our Constitution is what those of 
us who serve here took an oath to sup-
port and defend. That’s where we are 
supposed to stand—in full defense of 

our Constitution, not the United Na-
tions Charter, not sharia law. We took 
an oath to support and defend the Con-
stitution of the United States. 

It has been determined in this coun-
try by the courts that people have a 
First Amendment right to burn, de-
stroy a United States flag—the same 
flag that has draped countless coffins— 
bodies—of Americans who, as Lincoln 
said, gave their last full measure of de-
votion for our freedom. People have a 
First Amendment right to destroy that 
flag—that symbol of freedom and lib-
erty. They’ve said there is a First 
Amendment right to destroy Bibles re-
gardless of how holy those books are 
held to be by so many in America. 

A story is written and told of Thomas 
Jefferson’s taking one of his many 
trips down Pennsylvania Avenue to-
ward the Capitol, on a Sunday morning 
with a big Bible under his arm. 

Someone said, ‘‘Mr. President, where 
are you going?’’ 

He said, ‘‘Well, I’m going to church 
up in the Capitol. 

Well, Mr. President, you don’t believe 
everything they do there.’’ 

He said, ‘‘Sir, I am the highest elect-
ed magistrate in this country. It is im-
perative that I set the proper exam-
ple.’’ 

Jefferson felt he was setting the 
proper example by going to a non-
denominational Christian church here 
in the Capitol, which was held down 
the Hall in what was then the House of 
Representatives Chamber, now called 
Statuary Hall. 

I have a bill that would require a 
plaque be put up to inform people of 
the amazing history. Thomas Jeffer-
son, who coined the phrase ‘‘separation 
of church and State,’’ said there needs 
to be a wall of separation between 
church and State. He saw it as more of 
a one-sided wall where the State would 
not interfere in religion. Certainly, for 
this country to be at its greatest, peo-
ple would bring their religious convic-
tions to the State and make it stronger 
and better. That man who coined the 
phrase ‘‘separation of church and 
State,’’ not found in the Constitution, 
even felt it was appropriate to often 
have the Marine Band come and play 
hymns down the Hall for those who 
were at the Christian worship service. 

I’m not advocating we go back to 
that—there is no need—as we have 
churches all over this place now, but it 
is not appropriate to act as if those 
parts of our history are not true. They 
are true, they are part of our history; 
and it was the church that was so 
strong in the abolitionist movement to 
try to bring about equal treatment. It 
was the church—not all churches, be-
cause there was prejudice and bias and 
bigotry in some churches, but those 
who truly understood the teachings of 
Christ stood so firmly and strongly 
against slavery. 

Then 100 years later, an ordained 
Christian minister named Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr., fought for civil rights; 
but he did so as a complete pacifist, 
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not advocating violence, and his efforts 
succeeded. He freed up young, little 
White boys, like me, who were Chris-
tians to treat brothers and sisters of 
any race, any color, any creed as broth-
ers and sisters. It’s all part of our his-
tory—the good parts, the bad parts. We 
shouldn’t try to rewrite history. 
You’ve got to know where you came 
from. 

In the wake of the horrors of Boston, 
people were there, excited to see the 
finish of the race, of the world-famous 
Boston Marathon. So many friends of 
mine have dreamed of qualifying to run 
in the Boston Marathon. I have a num-
ber of friends who have. There is a lot 
of excitement even in their exhaustion 
as they near the finish line. That’s 
where cold-hearted, calloused individ-
uals filled with hate could set down 
bombs knowing they were going to kill 
very innocent people. 

How do you see a little 8-year-old 
child knowing that child is going to be 
killed by what you put together and 
set down? How do you do that? How do 
you have such evil in your heart that 
you can do that? How do you have such 
evil in your heart you set a bomb down 
knowing that people who are still 
around it, as you walk away as a cow-
ard, are going to have their legs blown 
out from under them and never walk 
again? How do you do that? 

You have to be so full of hate or evil 
or some sick religious convictions that 
somehow you believe that there is 
someone or something—some deity— 
that smiles upon that and thinks it’s 
wonderful when you kill or maim inno-
cent people and that somehow you’ll be 
glorified by killing and maiming inno-
cent people. 

b 1350 
It’s very tragic. 
But we know for some time that the 

FBI, the State Department, the Intel-
ligence Department, a number of de-
partments have been trying to soften 
the language that they’ve used, that 
they’ve used to train so that they don’t 
offend people who want to kill us al-
ready. I mean, I didn’t know anybody 
back in the eighties that talked about 
radical Islam, yet 79 people were killed, 
hostages were taken, an Embassy was 
taken over, hostages held for over a 
year. In 1983, people were killed, ma-
rines waylaid as our Marine barracks 
in Beirut was blown up. We didn’t real-
ly talk about radical Islam. 

Yet over time, instead of recognizing 
the danger to this country, we have 
people in authority in this administra-
tion who’ve decided that we must not 
use the terms that accurately describe 
what our killers believe, our want-to- 
be killers believe. We can’t use those 
words. They might be offended. 

For heaven’s sake, 9/11 of 2001 was 
plotted while Bill Clinton was Presi-
dent. And no one who has any fairness 
at all about them could ever accuse 
President Bill Clinton of dem-
onstrating bias or prejudice against 
Islam. He sent troops to protect Mus-
lims in Eastern Europe. 

Whether we agree or disagree that it 
was appropriate use of American troops 
and American lives, he sent American 
lives that were lost to help Muslims. 
And all the while President Bill Clin-
ton, as Commander in Chief, was trying 
to help Muslims, there were radical 
Islamists who were plotting and plan-
ning an incredibly egregious and hei-
nous act and attack against the United 
States of America. And that was before 
anybody ever used the words ‘‘jihad,’’ 
‘‘radical Islam,’’ or ‘‘al Qaeda.’’ 

There’s an article that my staff 
called to my attention last night in the 
Washington Examiner, an editorial, 
posted April 25 at 9 p.m. The title of 
their op-ed is, ‘‘How the FBI Was 
Blinded By Political Correctness.’’ It 
says: 

As the initial elation over the swift identi-
fication and ending of the brothers Tsarnaev 
manhunt fades, a steady stream of facts are 
emerging that strongly suggest the need for 
a more sober assessment of the FBI’s per-
formance in the 2 years prior to the Boston 
Marathon bombing. 

FBI counterterrorism agents interviewed 
Tamerlan Tsarnaev, the older of the broth-
ers, in January 2011 after receiving a tip 
from Russian intelligence. Since the inter-
viewing agents thought they heard nothing 
to indicate Tsarnaev was a terrorist, little 
else was done and the case was closed 2 
months later. 

A few months after that, Tsarnaev went to 
Russia and encountered somebody or experi-
enced something that apparently prompted 
him to become quite open about his devotion 
to a radical vision of Islamic jihad. The FBI 
visited him a second time after he returned 
to the United States, but again concluded 
that Tsarnaev was not a threat. 

It is speculation now, of course, but it’s 
difficult to believe the Tsarnaevs would have 
been able to carry out the bombing had they 
been under active surveillance before the 
2013 Boston Marathon. 

The editorial from the Washington 
Examiner goes on and says: 

Whatever else may yet be discovered about 
what the FBI missed, there is no excuse for 
the agency not grasping the significance of 
the radical Islamist video Tamerlan posted 
on his Facebook page, entitled, ‘‘The Emer-
gence of Prophecy: The Black Flags from 
Khorasan.’’ The video explains and glorifies 
the prophecy of a mighty jihadist army ris-
ing from the Iranian region of the near east 
to conquer the world and establish an endur-
ing Muslim empire. The Khorasan connec-
tion is a staple of al Qaeda ideology, and the 
video’s presence on Tsarnaev’s Facebook 
page was a red flag that should have alerted 
agents to a very real potential danger. 

It is quite possible, though, the FBI agents 
who interviewed Tsarnaev on both occasions 
failed to understand what they saw and 
heard because that’s what they were trained 
to do. As the Washington Examiner’s Mark 
Flatten reported last year, FBI training 
manuals were systematically purged in 2011 
of all references to Islam that were judged 
offensive by a specially created five-member 
panel. Three of the panel members were Mus-
lim advocates from outside the FBI, which 
still refuses to make public their identities. 
Nearly 900 pages were removed from the 
manuals as a result of that review. Several 
Congressmen were allowed to review the re-
moved materials in 2012 on condition that 
they not disclose what they read to their 
staffs, the media, or the general public. 

With the recent proliferation of revela-
tions about FBI blindness on the brothers 

Tsarnaev, a comment made last year by Rep-
resentative Louie Gohmert, Republican of 
Texas, to Flatten now has a tragic reso-
nance: ‘‘We’ve got material being removed 
more because of political correctness than in 
the interest of truth and properly educated 
justice officials. We are blinding our enforce-
ment officers from the ability to see who the 
enemy actually is.’’ 

The Boston bombing showed the tragic 
consequences of that blindness. 

This is an op-ed from yesterday by 
the Washington Examiner quoting me 
from over a year ago. In fact, on Feb-
ruary 16, 2012, I gave a speech from 
right here on the House floor that was 
recorded where I talked about this very 
issue, and something of assistance was 
a poster. This poster points out the ter-
minology that was used in the 9/11 
Commission report because in that 9/11 
Commission report, before this admin-
istration took over and implemented 
political correctness, the 9/11 Commis-
sion didn’t know they had to be politi-
cally correct in the terminology they 
use, according to the new standards by 
the FBI, so they referred to ‘‘violent 
extremism’’ three times. They referred 
to the ‘‘enemy’’ 39 times. They referred 
to ‘‘jihad’’ 126 times. They used the 
word ‘‘Muslim’’ 145 times. They re-
ferred to ‘‘Islam’’ 322 times. They re-
ferred to ‘‘takfir’’ one time. They re-
ferred to the ‘‘Muslim Brotherhood’’ 
five times. They referred to ‘‘religious’’ 
65 times. 
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They referred to ‘‘Hamas’’ four 
times, ‘‘Hezbollah’’ two times, ‘‘al 
Qaeda’’ 36 times, ‘‘caliphate’’ seven 
times, and ‘‘sharia’’ twice. 

And then it’s easy to see that when it 
comes to ‘‘enemy,’’ neither the Na-
tional Intelligence Strategy of 2009 
under this administration, nor the FBI 
counterterrorism lexicon, the words 
that are allowed to be used by FBI 
agents in their terminology, appar-
ently it is okay to talk about violent 
extremism, which is why Homeland Se-
curity Secretary Napolitano, she cre-
ated a Countering Violent Extremism 
Working Group. Although she could 
not tell me how many members of the 
Muslim Brotherhood were part of that 
working group, we knew that there 
were some. She also could not tell me 
how many members of the Muslim 
Brotherhood who would like to see a 
giant caliphate in which the United 
States was included, how many she had 
in her Homeland Security Advisory 
Council that she gave secret clearances 
to. There’s no way they could’ve been 
properly vetted and still gotten secret 
security clearances. 

But we see with the new FBI termi-
nology and the new intelligence termi-
nology, they can’t talk about the 
enemy. They can’t talk about jihad. 
They can’t talk about Muslim. They 
can’t talk about Islam. They can’t talk 
about the Muslim Brotherhood. They 
can refer to religion; but as we know 
from the Homeland Security reports 
that they’ve yielded, the thing they’re 
worried about really is more people 
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who believe in the Constitution and 
veterans and Christians who are evan-
gelical Christians. They’ll talk about 
religious there; but, obviously, not in 
terms of radical Islam. They won’t talk 
about Hamas. They won’t talk about 
Hezbollah. The FBI counterterrorism 
lexicon doesn’t even include reference 
to al Qaeda or sharia, nor does the In-
telligence Strategy. 

So the question comes to my mind 
about that interview, the interviews 
back in 2011, because I know so many 
FBI agents that are incredible Ameri-
cans, real patriots, smart, a lot of wis-
dom and judgment, but they follow or-
ders like I did when I was in the Army. 
You do what you’re ordered to do, and 
they do. 

But what kind of interview must that 
have been of the guy who was going to 
blow off arms and legs and kill a child 
and who had dreams of killing so many 
more? What kind of interview must 
that have been when you can’t use the 
word ‘‘jihad’’? You can’t talk about his 
Muslim faith. Did they even bring up 
Tamerlan’s Muslim faith in that inter-
view? I mean, they’re not supposed to 
talk about it. And I do not believe in 
using religion to discriminate against 
anybody; but when you find out that 
there is a radical sect, not like the 
vast, incredibly vast majority of Mus-
lims who don’t want to kill people, and 
don’t want to maim, and don’t think 
it’s right to cause that kind of human 
suffering, but there is a sect, a radical 
Islamist sect, and they can’t talk 
about it. What kind of interview was 
that? 

Is it any wonder that the FBI came 
away from their interviews and said, 
we don’t find any problems. 

Well, I guess not. If you can’t talk in 
detail about Islamic faith to find out 
whether someone is a radical, whether 
his beliefs have now embraced the book 
‘‘The Milestone’’ that Qutb of Egypt 
embraced, that some in this country, 
some that our own Homeland Security 
Secretary think are wonderful people, 
they’ve embraced the same writings 
that Osama bin Laden said helped 
radicalize him, if you can’t know about 
those things, how in the world can you 
do a legitimate interview and find out 
is this a peace-loving Muslim or is this 
a radical who wants to kill people? And 
if I don’t get this conversation right, 2 
years from now there will be people 
dead in Boston. How silly must we be 
as a Nation to blindfold our law en-
forcement and not let them see an 
enemy that wants to destroy us. 

Now, I’ve talked to enough intel-
ligence officers, Justice Department of-
ficials, people that love this country, 
Homeland Security, and they are so 
frustrated with the shackles that they 
have to wear, figuratively speaking, 
while they try to protect this country, 
where you can’t talk about the beliefs 
of people who want to destroy this 
blessed country. What kind of inter-
views must those have been when you 
can’t use the terms that let you get to 
the bottom of what may be a plot to 
kill people down the road? 

There’s no problem in the Justice De-
partment. There is a problem with 
leadership that will not let them do 
their job, and it needs to change. 

I’m blessed to be joined by a col-
league, and I yield to Mr. BENTIVOLIO. 

REMEMBERING HOWARD PHILLIPS 

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the memory of Howard 
Phillips, a statesman, a patriot, and to 
the very end of his life, a brilliant 
thinker and tireless organizer for con-
stitutionally limited government. He 
sought to limit the Federal Govern-
ment at almost every turn. 

In 1974, he founded the Conservative 
Caucus, which we might call the Tea 
Party movement of its day. He helped 
forge the New Right, and perhaps more 
than any other leader, he never put 
party above principle. 

He organized behind the scenes. He 
was a mentor to today’s conservative 
mentors; and above all, he believed in 
the sovereignty of God and not of the 
State. 

He was a brilliant speaker, and a bril-
liant thinker. Any American searching 
for the meaning of American values 
might look to Howard Phillips for guid-
ance. 

Tomorrow’s young conservative lead-
ers may not learn Phillips’ name, but 
his ideas will live on, and for that, we 
should be grateful. The conservative 
movement lost a lion last week, and it 
is my privilege to remember him. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you for that 
worthy tribute. 

Well, I want to reference a part of a 
Special Order address that was deliv-
ered here on this floor February 16, 
2012, by me, and in that I had before me 
a transcript of a hearing where the FBI 
Director testified, and I pointed out— 
well, I just read the transcript, as I will 
do now, part of it. I pointed out before 
reading that I don’t have a problem 
with the FBI having an outreach pro-
gram to communities, but I said: 

Why would the FBI see the need to make 
positive outreach into any community of a 
specific nature? 

So after Director Mueller had indi-
cated, yes, we have this wonderful out-
reach program with the Muslim com-
munities, and those communities are 
exactly like every other community, I 
said: 

You had mentioned earlier and it’s in your 
written statement that the FBI developed an 
extensive outreach to Muslim communities, 
and in answer to an earlier question I under-
stood you to say that Muslim communities 
were like all other communities. 
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So I’m curious. As a result of the extensive 
outreach program the FBI has had to the 
Muslim community, how has your outreach 
program gone with the Baptists and the 
Catholics? 

Director Mueller said: 
I’m not certain of necessarily the thrust of 

that question. I would say that our outreach 
to all segments of a particular city or coun-
try or society are good. 

I said: 

Well, do you have a particular program of 
outreach to Hindus, Buddhists, Jewish com-
munity, agnostics, or is it just an extensive 
outreach program to—— 

He interrupted and said: 
We have outreach to every one of those 

communities. 

I asked how he did that, and then he 
started to filibuster. And I said: 

I have looked extensively, and I haven’t 
seen anywhere in any one of the FBI’s letters 
information that there’s been an extensive 
outreach program to any other community 
trying to develop trust and this kind of a re-
lationship, and it makes me wonder if there 
is an issue of trust or some problem like that 
that the FBI has seen in that particular 
community. 

And just so there’s no mistaking, let me 
just read directly from the judge’s opinion in 
the Holy Land Foundation case in response 
to the effort by ISNA, the Islamic Society of 
North America, CAIR, Council on American 
Islamic Relations, NAIT, the Holy Land 
Foundation and others. 

And I read this: 
The judge said: The government has pro-

duced ample evidence the associations of 
CAIR, ISNA, NAIT and the Holy Land Foun-
dation, the Islamic Association for Pal-
estine, and Hamas. While the Court recog-
nizes that the evidence produced by the gov-
ernment largely predates the Holy Land 
Foundation designation date, the evidence is 
nonetheless sufficient to show the associa-
tion of these entities with the Holy Land 
Foundation, the Islamic Association for Pal-
estine and Hamas. 

There was plenty of evidence to support 
that, according to the judge. That was af-
firmed by the Fifth Circuit. 

It’s important to note that, out of concern 
for the FBI’s outreach program, and the 
State Department and the White House for 
reaching out, bringing in people who courts 
have said supported terrorism, and these 
people are being brought in, in the military 
we say brought inside the wire, in this case, 
brought inside the State Department, 
brought inside the White House on a regular 
basis, brought inside the Justice Depart-
ment, my friend, Frank Wolf had this lan-
guage added to the continuing resolution 
that was passed, that President Obama 
signed into law. This is language in the law, 
and my friend, Mr. Wolf included it to ref-
erence the FBI’s policy. 

It says, and this is the language in 
the law: 

Conferees support the FBI’s policy prohib-
iting any formal non-investigative coopera-
tion with unindicted co-conspirators in ter-
rorism cases. The conferees expect the FBI 
to insist on full compliance with this policy 
by FBI field offices, and to report to the 
Committee on Appropriations regarding any 
violation of the policy. 

Well, guess what? We didn’t get this 
from the FBI. We had to get it from the 
Islamic Society of North America’s 
own Web site. They reported that on 
Wednesday, February 8—that was last 
year, 2012—that the American Arab 
Anti-discrimination Committee, the 
Arab American Institute, the Inter-
faith Alliance, the Islamic Society of 
North America, ISNA, which has been 
pronounced by the Fifth Circuit as hav-
ing plenty of evidence to support that 
they fund terrorism, and have, and 
then it mentions other groups, includ-
ing the Shoulder-to-Shoulder Cam-
paign. 
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But they, it says: 
They had an opportunity to discuss the 

matter with the Public Affairs Office of the 
FBI. Director Robert Mueller joined the 
meeting to discuss these matters with rep-
resentatives from the organizations. 

The conversation with Director Mueller 
centered on material used by the agency 
that depicts falsehoods and negative con-
notations of the Muslim American commu-
nity. The use of the material was first un-
covered by Wired magazine. 

And that was uncovered by an orga-
nization that seems to be right in there 
with those who were unindicted but 
named co-conspirators in funding ter-
rorism. 

From ISNA, they say: 
Director Mueller informed the participants 

that the FBI took the review of the training 
material very seriously, and he pursued the 
matter with urgency to ensure that this does 
not occur again in the future. 

ISNA President, Imam Magid, who’s 
a frequent visitor to the White House, 
who the White House consults on 
speeches, or has, and welcomed to the 
inner sanctum of the State Depart-
ment, other departments here in Wash-
ington, Magid stated: 

The discovery of FBI training materials 
that discriminated against Muslims did dam-
age to the trust that was built between dedi-
cated FBI officials and the American Muslim 
community. We welcome and appreciate Di-
rector Mueller’s commitment to take posi-
tive steps toward eradicating such materials 
and rebuilding trust in an open dialogue. 

The Director also informed participants 
that, to date, nearly all related FBI training 
materials, including more than 160,000 pages 
of documents, were reviewed by subject mat-
ter experts multiple times. Consequently, 
more than 700 documents, 300 presentations 
of material, have been deemed unusable by 
the Bureau and pulled from the training cur-
riculum. Material was pulled from the cur-
riculum if even one component was deemed 
to include factual errors or be in poor taste 
or be stereotypical or lack precision. 

I guess stereotypical would mean if 
they point out that terrorists have one 
thing in common, that would be 
stereotypical. 

ISNA also reports: 
It was clear to all meeting participants 

that the issue of trust between community 
Members and the FBI needs to be taken seri-
ously by all our Nation’s decisionmakers. It 
was evident the Bureau must strengthen its 
efforts to build trust. 

How about trust from the other side? 
How about condemnation of terrorist 

acts? 
How about coming out and making 

clear all ties have been severed with 
Hamas and Hezbollah and those who 
would seek to make terror on innocent 
people? 

Anyway, ISNA’s rejoicing because 
they got the FBI to actually go 
through and cull material that has 
words like ‘‘jihad,’’ words like ‘‘ex-
tremist,’’ words that have been purged 
from the FBI lexicon. 

Now, I was one who was allowed, in a 
classified setting, which I felt was to-
tally unnecessary, to see the names of 
the so-called subject matter experts. I 
was allowed to go through material 
and see what it was. 

And it’s time, Mr. Speaker, that our 
FBI agents and intelligence be allowed 
to remove the blindfolds and see who 
the enemy is when they do interroga-
tions and questioning. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

f 

THANKING THE FIRST RESPOND-
ERS IN THE BOSTON MARATHON 
BOMBING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts (Ms. TSONGAS) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of 
the minority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today with my colleagues from Massa-
chusetts to thank the law enforcement 
officers, medical professionals, first re-
sponders and citizen heroes for their 
incredible bravery and sacrifice during 
and after the tragic events last week at 
the Boston Marathon. 

Given the time constraints, I’d like 
to now yield to my colleague from Mas-
sachusetts, BILL KEATING. 

Mr. KEATING. I’d like to thank my 
colleague for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I’d like to thank so 
many of our colleagues that we work 
with day in and day out. When we came 
here back into session, so many of 
them gave their heartfelt feelings for 
all those that were hurt during the ter-
rible marathon bombing that occurred 
in Boston on April 15. 

We first remember those that lost 
their lives during this terrible, terrible 
tragedy. And there’s never words that 
are adequate to deal with these issues. 
That type of loss to family, to friends, 
to loved ones can’t really be put into 
words. 
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I can only convey my own, as well as 
our colleagues’, sympathy for those 
families. Four young people’s lives 
were taken too quickly from us all— 
four people who had so much to give. 
They were four people who we had a 
glimpse of with the accounts of their 
lives as the public mourned and joined 
with their families at their loss. It was 
just a glimpse. But what a glimpse: 

A young boy, Martin Richard, had a 
profound message, as his poster re-
vealed to all: ‘‘No more hurting people. 
Peace.’’ 

Lu Lingzi, who came here from an-
other country to study and to better 
herself; an accomplished student, pian-
ist, a young woman who had developed 
tremendous friendships in the short 
time she was here, who came to this 

country to learn more, to become 
more, and to offer more. 

Sean Collier, a young police officer 
who dedicated himself to helping peo-
ple. To protect and to serve, that was 
his goal. He gave his life doing just 
that. 

Krystle Campbell, a young, vibrant 
woman; a person who, despite a busy 
life, busy schedule, put much of her life 
on hold—over a year—to help her 
grandmother when she was ill. 

There were the first responders and 
the people that were injured, over 280, 
including Richard Donohue, an MBT 
police officer who participated with 
Watertown police in slowing down 
these perpetrators before they could 
harm more people. He was seriously in-
jured. We pray for him in the process. 

There were first responders on the 
scene, including civilians who just 
risked everything they had to provide 
emergency aid and help to those run-
ners and those bystanders who were 
there. They were first responders that 
had been trained for years for terrible 
moments like this, who sacrificed their 
safety moving forward—EMTs, police 
officers, firefighters. 

The incredible medical community in 
the Boston area, some of whom ran to 
work knowing what happened and were 
there, ready, emergency room doors 
opened, everything in place, saving 
lives. 

We honor the citizens in our area 
who all gave up a small part of their 
freedom listening to their leaders who 
displayed good judgment, common 
sense, and moving forward to put their 
safety first. 

Those lives of those four young peo-
ple that aren’t with us now, as well as 
the lives of those people that are recov-
ering from the injuries and those first 
responders that helped us, will not be 
defined by a depraved act of violence of 
two individuals. These people are the 
definers themselves: givers, people that 
care. That’s who we are. They define 
the best in us, the selfless side in us. 
They define the best of what’s Boston. 
They define the best of what’s in the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. They 
define the best of us as Americans. And 
they are all to be remembered today. 
It’s a time to put politics aside and re-
member what a great country we have 
because of individuals like this. 

Ms. TSONGAS. I thank the gen-
tleman and appreciate very much his 
heartfelt comments. 

At this time, I would like to yield to 
my colleague from Rhode Island, DAVID 
CICILLINE. 

Mr. CICILLINE. I thank the gentle-
lady very much for yielding and thank 
my other colleagues for accommo-
dating me. 

My home is in Providence, Rhode Is-
land, which is about an hour south of 
Boston. Two weeks ago, several of my 
friends and neighbors traveled to Bos-
ton to compete in the marathon. When 
I first learned of these horrific attacks, 
my thoughts first turned to them and 
their families. 
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